
CITY OF NEWTON 
 

IN BOARD OF ALDERMEN 
 

PUBLIC FACILITIES COMMITTEE REPORT 
 

WEDNESDAY, JUNE 17, 2009 
 
Present: Ald. Schnipper (Chairman), Lennon, Albright, Salvucci, Gentile, Yates, Mansfield, and 
Lappin 
Also present: Ald. Ciccone, Coletti, Danberg, Fischman, Harney, Linsky, Sangiolo, Swiston, and 
Vance 
City personnel:  Captain Howard Mintz (Police Department), Nick Parnell (Commissioner of 
Public Buildings), Mike Kruse (Planning Director), Arthur Cabral (Budget and Project 
Specialist; Public Buildings Department), Clint Schuckel (Traffic Engineer), and Shawna 
Sullivan (Committee Clerk) 
 
#224-06(2) ALD. LINSKY, ALBRIGHT & JOHNSON, BAKER & SCHNIPPER requesting 

further deliberation on the conditions set forth in the Site Plan Approval Board 
Order relating to the Newton North High School project, considering possible 
expansion and modification of the conditions. 

 MAIN ITEM HELD 8-0 
ACTION: A) TRAFFIC SIGNAL AT WALNUT STREET AND TROWBRIDGE 

AVENUE APPROVED 5-3 PER CONDITION #5 OF THE SITE PLAN 
APPROVAL BOARD ORDER #224-06 (Albright, Yates and Mansfield 
opposed) 

 
NOTE: The discussion of this item focused on safety improvements on Walnut Street 
from Mill Street to Cabot Street and Walnut Street at the school driveway signal.  The 
Committee last met in March to discuss a variety of safety improvement options.  At the March 
meeting, Ald. Albright requested that the Traffic Engineer investigate the feasibility of a 
triangular island with a raised curb at the school’s driveway and a cost estimate for this 
alternative.  In addition, the Committee took a straw vote in favor of the removal of the traffic 
island and extending the curb lines at Hull Street and Walnut Street.  The Committee held the 
item until the Traffic Engineer has a chance to address Ald. Albright’s request and identify the 
funding source for the Hull Street project.  
 

Mr. Schuckel supplied the Committee with follow-up information requested at the March 
Public Facilities meeting.  The funding source for the improvements at Walnut Street and Hull 
Street has yet to be determined by the Law Department, as there is some question as to whether it 
should be considered part of the high school project.  The estimated cost of the project is 
$35,000.  The Committee also requested a reading from the Law Department regarding whether 
the Board needed to take a formal vote on the alterations to Hull Street at Walnut Street.  The 
Walnut Street at Trowbridge Avenue and the Walnut Street, Elm Road, and Cabot Street 
improvements would be funded through the owner’s construction contingency included within 
the guaranteed maximum price. 
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The Traffic Engineer, Clint Schuckel, provided the Committee with a PowerPoint 
presentation addressing the improvements, which is attached.  There are ten alternative traffic 
improvements for the school driveway located at Walnut Street and Trowbridge Avenue.  The 
alternatives range from no change to a full signal with a raised triangular island at the entrance to 
the driveway.  At the previous meeting, the Committee suggested two new alternatives.  The first 
new alternative was a pedestrian-activated warning signal with a raised triangular island at the 
driveway of the school.  The second new alternative was a full signal with a raised triangular 
island at the driveway.  Mr. Schuckel provided further details on both of the new proposals.  The 
modified curb line to allow a triangular island at the driveway entrance to the school does not 
require site plan amendment.  The Fire Department opposes raised islands at the opening of the 
ceremonial entrance driveway.  The raised island would negatively impact emergency vehicle 
access to the school when coming from the south.  The Fire Department feels that emergency 
vehicle access to the school is critical from all directions. 
 
 Mr. Schuckel proceeded to review each of the ten alternatives with the Committee.  The 
first alternative is for a mid-block crosswalk, as it currently exists.  The second alternative 
includes the mid-block crosswalk with pedestrian warning signals.  The City has funded five 
locations within the city for pedestrian warning signals, which are less expensive than a 
pedestrian light.  The third alternative is a warning signal with a raised triangular island.  Mr. 
Schuckel spoke with the traffic consultants for the Newton North project; the consultants ran a 
turn template and determined that to accommodate the island and still allow access to school 
buses the entrance would need to be widened 6’ on one side and 2’ on the other side.  Ald. Yates 
asked how northbound fire trucks would access the site.  Mr. Schuckel responded that they 
would have either drive over the island or drive the wrong way into the entrance. 
 
 The fourth alternative is a mid-block pedestrian crossing signal without any other type of 
traffic improvement.  The fifth proposal is for a mid-block pedestrian crossing with a flush 
triangular island at the driveway entrance.  Ald. Albright inquired how the Fire Department felt 
about flush islands.  Mr. Schuckel responded that the Fire Department prefers the flush islands to 
raised islands because it does not impede the time it takes to get to the doors of the school.  
Alternative Six is a mid-block pedestrian crossing signal with a median island on Walnut Street 
at the driveway entrance.  The downside to the median island is that it would prevent a left turn 
out of and into Trowbridge Avenue.  The median island would also create access issues for 
emergency vehicles.  The seventh proposal is a full signal located at the driveway entrance.  The 
eighth proposal is a full signal with no left in or out of the driveway and no through movement 
onto Trowbridge Avenue.  The ninth proposal is a full signal with a flush triangular island to 
discourage left turns and through movements from the driveway of the school.  The tenth 
alternative is a full signal with a raised triangular island. 
 
 Mr. Schuckel reiterated that he feels that the City should begin with the full signal located 
at the driveway entrance with no turn restrictions.  He pointed out that a raised triangular island 
could be added later if it became necessary.  Ald. Salvucci pointed out that the driveway entrance 
would need to be widened to accommodate an island.  Mr. Schuckel stated that the driveway 
would need to be built to accommodate the island to give the flexibility for the island.  Ald. 
Albright thought that there would be an opportunity for Committee members to see the 
pedestrian-activated warning signals before making a decision on the traffic improvements.  Mr. 
Schuckel pointed out that the closest warning signal is located in front of St. John’s Church on 
Route 16 in Wellesley, which is about a ¼ mile from the Newton border. 
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Ald. Albright asked what the implications would be if after a decision had been reached 
on the traffic improvements, the Board determined that another type of signal or traffic calming 
measure would be more appropriate at the school entrance.  Mr. Schuckel explained that at some 
point, the City will need to issue instructions to the traffic consultant to do the design and the 
design is different depending if it is a full traffic light versus the pedestrian-activated warning 
signal.  When you start looking at the school opening in September 2010, everything needs to be 
up and running by that date.  It would be ideal if the Board were able to move forward sooner 
rather than later in order to have design work done, the equipment ordered and the construction 
done by the spring or summer of 2010.  Ald. Schnipper pointed out that the building is going to 
be turned over to the City in May of 2010; therefore, the City does not have until September 
2010 to install traffic improvements.  The traffic signal work would need to go out to public bid 
and any change would need to be done before it went out to bid. 

 
Ald. Schnipper suggested that the Committee begin to eliminate the alternatives that do 

not warrant more discussion.  The Committee debated the merits of the alternatives.  Ald. Lappin 
suggested eliminating the first alternative and Committee members agreed.  Ald. Yates 
recommended eliminating all of the alternatives that include a pedestrian-activated warning 
signal because he does not believe that it is a safe option.  Ald. Albright responded that during a 
Land Use Committee meeting a traffic consultant stated that research shows that a pedestrian-
activated warning signal is safer than a traffic light.  Ald. Gentile responded that the Marriott was 
never going to put a full light in because of the expense but was willing to put in the pedestrian-
activated warning light because it is much less expensive.  Ald. Gentile felt that there was not 
enough support on the Committee to approve a pedestrian-activated warning signal.  Ald. 
Mansfield stated that he supported a pedestrian-activated warning signal.   

 
Ald. Albright asked if there was any support of a mid-block light.  Several Committee 

members stated that they did not support any type of signal mid-block.  Ald. Albright pointed out 
that if there were turning restrictions at the entrance to the school, a light was not necessary at 
the entrance.  Ald. Linsky voiced his support of the mid-block crossing with a triangular island at 
the school driveway.  Ald. Linsky referred to a letter (attached) from Alan Mayer, 479 Walnut 
Street, supporting the raised island.  Reenie Murphy, School Committee member and 
Trowbridge Avenue resident, stated that in her opinion if there is not something that prevents 
people from going into the school, people will come up Trowbridge Avenue to get into the site.   

 
Ald. Gentile feels that there needs to be a full signal at the driveway entrance to allow 

pedestrians to cross safely.  The Traffic Engineer has convinced him that it is best to start with 
no restrictions and then determine what restrictions are needed to address problems once the 
school is open.  Ald. Gentile is not sure whether the driveway entrance should be built to 
accommodate a raised triangular island should it be determined that the island needs to be added.  
He asked Mr. Schuckel if there was any downside to constructing the driveway entrance large 
enough to accommodate an island.  Mr. Schuckel responded that the only downside is additional 
pavement.  Ald. Mansfield pointed out that a wider opening is not as safe for pedestrians and 
vehicles tend to go faster around a turn if the radius is wider.  Ald. Lennon asked how it would 
be determined that further restrictions are necessary.  Mr. Schuckel stated that you have to take 
traffic counts and place a person at the driveway entrance at the start and end of school to 
determine what drivers are doing.  Ald. Schnipper does not support a triangular island at the 
driveway entrance as it impedes emergency vehicle access to the site.  As a teacher, she is aware 
of how many times emergency vehicles respond to emergencies at schools.   
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Ald. Gentile asked if there would be any signage at the ceremonial entrance stating that 
the entrance is not to be used for a drop-off or pick-up.  Mr. Schuckel responded that he does not 
believe that there is any plan to have that type of signage.  Ald. Schnipper pointed out that 
different types of signage and police enforcement have been discussed and can be added if 
necessary after the traffic patterns have been established once the school opens.  Mr. Schuckel 
explained that there are options in terms of the traffic signal.  It can be programmed to have a 
green signal for the cars on Walnut Street for a long time and go green for the cars at Trowbridge 
and the school driveway for a very short time.  It would discourage people from using the school 
driveway unnecessarily.  Captain Mintz from the Police Department stated that they support a 
traffic signal with no turn restrictions at the driveway entrance.  The Police Department does not 
support a raised island at that location.   

 
Ald. Albright argued that there should be turn restrictions at the driveway entrance, as she 

believes it creates a safer environment for vehicles and pedestrians.  Ald. Gentile asked if there 
would be a left hand turn lane included in the alternatives for the traffic signal.  Mr. Schuckel 
replied that there would be a left turn lane in the alternative that allows a left into the site.  Ald. 
Gentile suggested a do not enter restriction at the driveway from 7:30 a.m. to 8:30 a.m.  Ald. 
Albright pointed out that it is the visitor’s entrance to the school.  Ald. Gentile did not believe 
that the majority of visitors would be visiting the school at that hour.   

 
Ald. Gentile moved approval of a traffic signal at Walnut Street and Trowbridge Avenue 

without any type of turning restrictions.  He would like to talk to the School Department before 
the Board of Aldermen regarding other parking for visitors coming to the school between 7:30 
a.m. and 8:30 a.m.  The Traffic Engineer supports this alternative and if signage is needed, it can 
be added after traffic patterns are established.  Ald. Mansfield will not support the motion as he 
feels that there should be turn restrictions and that a full signal is not necessary.  Ald. Mansfield 
believes that the pedestrian-activated warning signals are a safer alternative.  Ald. Gentile 
wanted to make it clear that he does not support the turn restrictions.  It is safe to turn left into 
the site for most of the day.  He would urge that there be a “do not enter between 7:30 a.m. to 
8:30 a.m.” sign at the driveway entrance.  The Committee voted approval of Ald. Gentile’s 
motion by a vote of five in favor and three opposed.   
 

REFERRED TO PUBLIC FACILITIES AND FINANCE COMMITTEES 
#178-09 HIS HONOR THE MAYOR requesting to appropriate and expend from Capital 

Stabilization the sum of thirty eight thousand six hundred dollars ($38,600) to the 
Building Department for the balance of the cost to replace the emergency 
generator at the Peirce Elementary School.  [6/09/09 @ 5:08 PM] 

ACTION: APPROVED 8-0 
 
NOTE: Commissioner of Public Buildings Nick Parnell and Arthur Cabral, Budget and 
Project Specialist of the Public Buildings Department, presented the item to the Committee.  The 
item is a request for additional funds to complete the replacement of the Peirce Elementary 
School generator.  The Board approved a request for $100,000 to replace the generator in 
January of 2006.  The project recently went out to bid and the budget based on the bids needs to 
be increased to $138,600.  The Public Buildings Department provided a comparison of the 
estimated cost versus the actual bid results, which was attached to the agenda. 
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 The current emergency generator at the school is not functioning.  The replacement 
generator will keep the school up and running for three to four days.  The unit will be located at 
the back of the school.  The generator is encased in an acoustical suit to keep the operating noise 
to a bare minimum. 
 
 There was some question of the necessity of an emergency generator at the school.  The 
Commissioner pointed out that the school can be used as an emergency shelter should there be a 
catastrophic event in the area.  Most of the schools and City Hall have emergency generators to 
allow operations to continue in the event of a power outage.  Ald. Albright moved approval of 
the item, which carried unanimously. 
 

REFERRED TO PUBLIC FACILITIES AND FINANCE COMMITTEES 
#179-09 HIS HONOR THE MAYOR requesting to appropriate and expend from bonded 

indebtedness the sum of four hundred five thousand dollars ($405,000) to 
Department of Public Works for the purpose of replacing two underground fuel 
tanks at the Crafts Street DPW yard.  [06-09-09 @ 5:08 PM]   

ACTION: HELD 7-0 (Yates not voting) 
 
NOTE: Commissioner of Public Buildings Nick Parnell and Arthur Cabral, Budget and 
Project Specialist of the Public Buildings Department, joined the Committee for discussion of 
this item.  The request is for funds to replace two underground fuel tanks, the dispensing island, 
and related equipment at the Crafts Street Public Works Yard.  The tanks are twenty–three years 
old; the underground piping does not meet the current code and is corroded.  Therefore, 
Commissioner Parnell is recommending that the tanks be replaced rather than repaired.  The 
existing fuel tanks failed inspections and must be shut down by August 1, 2009, if a replacement 
project has not commenced.  The Public Buildings Department provided a breakdown of the 
project, which was attached to the agenda. 
 
 Committee members questioned why the new tanks would be placed underground.  The 
Commissioner provided the Committee with a site plan of the yard.  Mr. Parnell explained that 
the site is very tight and he does not believe that it will accommodate two above ground fuel 
tanks.  Ald. Coletti suggested placing the tanks within a building used for washing heavy 
equipment.  The Commissioner is not sure what type of impact placing the tanks within the 
building would have on the Public Works Department’s operations.  The Commissioner, Mr. 
Cabral, and Ald. Coletti are meeting at the site to discuss possible above ground locations for the 
tanks. 
 
 The Committee was concerned that there were no plans filed with the item.  They 
requested plans for both underground tanks and above ground tanks.  They also requested cost 
estimates associated with above ground tanks.  Ald. Lappin moved hold until the plans and cost 
estimates were available to the Committee, which carried unanimously. 

 
REFERRED TO PS&T, PUBLIC FACILITIES AND FINANCE COMMITTEES 

#60-09 ALD. SANGIOLO, GENTILE AND HARNEY requesting the installation of 
traffic islands on CONCORD STREET to be funded with the Cabot, Cabot and 
Forbes Traffic Mitigation Fund for Lower Falls (Ward 4). [02/03/09 @1:01 PM] 

 PS&T HELD 6-0 (Coletti and Ciccone not voting) on 06-17-09 
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ACTION: HELD 8-0 
 
NOTE: The Public Safety and Transportation Committee joined Public Facilities for 
discussion of the item.  The Traffic Engineer, Clint Schuckel, began with a PowerPoint 
presentation related to traffic calming and road reconstruction in the neighborhood of Concord 
Street and Grove Street in Newton Lower Falls (attached.)  Concord and Hagar Streets are 
schedule to be repaved during the 2009 construction season.  The Board of Aldermen needs to 
determine if conditions on Concord Street warrant a traffic calming improvement.  If the Board 
determines that traffic calming is justified in that location, a decision on what should be 
constructed needs to be made.   
 

Mr. Schuckel provided several photos of Concord Street at various vantage points and 
traffic data collected during the week of April 13, 2009.  The average daily traffic on Concord 
Street is a little over 4,000 vehicles.  The speed limit on the street is 30 miles per hour.  The 
average speed of northbound traffic is 40 miles per hour and the southbound average speed is 35 
miles per hour.  The presentation also included accident data for Concord Street.  There have 
been three accidents in the past three years at the intersection of Washington Street and Concord 
Streets and there are no other recorded accidents at any other point on Concord Street.   
 
 Mr. Schuckel reviewed the Traffic Council recommendations for Concord Street.  The 
recommendations are to add “share the road” signage for bicyclists, striped travel lanes with 
striped shoulders and continued police enforcement of the speed limit.  There are currently 200 
directed patrols per year in the Concord Street area.  The Traffic Council did not support 
installation of traffic islands on Concord Street, as the islands could cause problems for vehicles, 
plows, and bicycles, as the islands would narrow the roadway.  Ald. Danberg informed the 
Committees that she was at the Traffic Council meeting and the Council members felt that the 
islands would obstruct traffic and driveways and not slow traffic.  The Traffic Council did not 
look at any other type of traffic calming for the street.   
 
 Ald. Sangiolo stated that when the item originally came forward, she met with the City 
Engineer regarding a traffic study undertaken by Rizzo Associates.  There were plans provided 
by Rizzo Associates that the Engineering Division used to draw up plans for the reconstruction 
of Concord Street.  Both Committees were dismayed that there were no plans available for 
review.  Mr. Schuckel responded that he would provide the plans for the traffic islands in 
Concord Street as long as it is clear that the Engineering Division is not in favor of installing 
traffic islands.  The Engineering Department does not believe that the islands will have the 
desired effect of slowing traffic on Concord Street.   
 
 Ald. Sangiolo suggested that the Committee look at the possibility of a speed table and 
suggested that Norman Seaman of the Lower Falls Improvement Association speak on the use of 
speed tables.  Mr. Seaman stated that the Lower Falls Improvement Association has been 
working on this project since 2001.  Some of what the association was working with came out of 
consulting work that Rizzo Associates performed.  At that time, Rizzo Associates recommended 
center islands as a means of possibly calming traffic.  Based on preliminary sketches by Rizzo 
Associates, members of the association went to the City’s Engineering Division to ask how to 
implement the traffic islands.  The Engineering Division came up with one or two sketches for 
the islands.  The spacing for the traffic islands was not finalized.  Data indicates that the spacing 



PUBLIC FACILITIES COMMITTEE REPORT 
WEDNESDAY, JUNE 17, 2009 

PAGE 7 
 

between islands should be 600’ to 800’ apart for traffic islands.  Mr. Seaman pointed out that the 
angle that traffic flows around the island is very gradual and does not slow traffic.   
 
 Mr. Seaman researched further traffic calming measures and used information from 
Portland, Oregon, which has some of the most extensive work on traffic calming.  Members of 
the Lower Falls Improvement Association looked at the device that Portland uses and is most 
like traffic islands is pedestrian refuges/slow points.  They are typically used in the vicinity of an 
intersection to give pedestrians crossing a safe refuge in the middle of the street and are not 
really used for slowing vehicles.  Portland has had great success with an asphalt speed table to 
reduce vehicle speeds.  The device is 22’ in length and 3” above the roadway.  The average 
speed reduction associated with a speed table is 6 miles per hour.  The average speed of vehicles 
in the immediate vicinity of the table is 30 miles per hour.  The Lower Falls Improvement 
Association recommends two speed table devices spaced 600’ apart if possible between St. 
Mary’s Street and Pine Grove Extension.   
 
 Mr. Schuckel agreed that speed tables would work in the location.  However, speed tables 
are essentially speed humps, which are not allowed by ordinance.  If the Board opted to install 
speed tables, it would need to change the ordinances.  Mr. Schuckel suggested that if speed 
humps or speed tables are to be used as traffic calming measures specific criteria for their use 
needs to be determined before any are constructed.   
 
 Ald. Fischman suggested that the Lower Falls Improvement Association look at other 
alternatives for traffic calming because the speed tables involve a policy change.  Ald. Schnipper 
and Mansfield suggested that the Engineering Division submit a drawing showing where the 
speed tables would be located and what they would look like.  Ald. Gentile felt that the 
Committee should hold the item until July 8, 2009 in order to obtain the drawings.  Mr. Schuckel 
agreed to provide the drawings.  Ald. Albright asked for comments from the Police and Fire 
Departments regarding the use of speed tables on Concord Street.  The motion to hold carried 
unanimously.   
 
#342-08 ALD. SANGIOLO, HARNEY AND GENTILE requesting raised 

crosswalks/intersections at Grove and Cornell Streets and Grove Street and Pine 
Grove Avenue as approved by the Traffic Council to be funded with the Cabot, 
Cabot and Forbes Traffic Mitigation Fund for Lower Falls (Ward 4). [07-28-08 @ 
11:35 AM] 

ACTION: APPROVED 4-0-1 (Schnipper abstaining; Albright, Lappin and Salvucci not 
voting) 

 
NOTE: The Traffic Engineer, Clint Schuckel, presented the item to the Committee.  Ald. 
Sangiolo and Ald. Harney joined the Committee for the discussion.  The Public Facilities 
Committee previously discussed the item on October 22, 2008 and the report of that meeting was 
attached to the agenda.  The item is a request for traffic calming on Grove Street in Lower Falls.  
The proposed traffic calming is for a raised intersection and a raised crosswalk at the 
intersections of Grove and Cornell Streets and Grove Street and Pine Grove Avenue.  The item 
was discussed by the Traffic Council (report attached) and the Council narrowly approved a 
recommendation for 3” raised crosswalks at Grove and Cornell Streets and Grove Street and Pine 
Grove Avenue.  Mr. Schuckel provided the attached PowerPoint presentation of the proposed 
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traffic calming measures.  The presentation included photos and traffic data for Grove Street, 
which the Traffic Engineer reviewed.   
 
 The project would be funded with the Cabot, Cabot and Forbes Traffic Mitigation Fund 
for Lower Falls.  Mr. Schuckel stated that at some point, the mitigation funds will be depleted 
and the Board needs to look at the cost of the various traffic calming measures proposed for the 
Lower Falls area to determine if there are enough funds to install them.   
 
 There is a city park and a childcare program at the Lower Falls Community Center on 
Grove Street.  There is not a significant amount of pedestrian activity but there is some.   
 
 Ald. Yates moved approval of a raised intersection at Grove and Cornell Streets and a 
raised crosswalk at Grove Street and Pine Grove Avenue.  Ald. Schnipper stated that she would 
abstain on the item because she is not comfortable supporting the item without a policy 
discussion on speed humps.   
 

REFERRED TO PROG. & SERV., ZONING & PLAN, PUB. FACIL., PUB. SAF. 
FINANCE COMMITTEES 

#273-08 ALD. JOHNSON proposing a RESOLUTION to His Honor the Mayor requesting 
that the Executive and Human Resources Departments develop a comprehensive 
human capital strategy for the city to include: performance management, talent 
development, succession planning, and compensation. [07-17-08 @ 9:53 AM] 

ACTION: NO ACTION NECESSARY 5-0 (Albright, Lappin and Salvucci not voting) 
 
NOTE: During a discussion at the Chairmen’s Meeting, it was decided that the Programs 
and Services and Finance Committees should only discuss the above item.  Therefore, the Chair 
asked for a motion of no action necessary, which was made by Ald. Yates and approved by the 
Committee.   
 
#385-07  ALD. SCHNIPPER AND GENTILE updating the Public Facilities Committee on 

the progress of the Newton North High School Project.  [11-21-07 @ 10:23 AM] 
ACTION: HELD 5-0 (Albright, Lappin and Salvucci not voting) 
 
NOTE: The Committee held the item with no discussion, as there was nothing pressing to 
report.  The Chair reminded the Committee of the upcoming tour of the site on June 24, 2009 at 
3:30 PM.   
 

 Respectfully submitted, 
 

 Sydra Schnipper, Chairman 



C
lin

t S
ch

uc
ke

l
C

ity
 T

ra
ffi

c 
E

ng
in

ee
r

C
ity

 o
f N

ew
to

n 
P

ub
lic

 W
or

ks
 D

ep
ar

tm
en

t 
E

ng
in

ee
rin

g 
D

iv
is

io
n

P
ub

lic
 F

ac
ili

tie
s 

C
om

m
itt

ee
Ju

ne
 1

7,
 2

00
9

N
N

H
S

 S
ite

 P
la

n 
A

pp
ro

va
l: 

Tr
af

fic
/P

ar
ki

ng
 C

on
di

tio
ns

#224-06(2)



S
ite

 P
la

n 
B

oa
rd

 O
rd

er
 #

 2
24

-0
6

Th
er

e 
ar

e 
7 

tra
ffi

c/
pa

rk
in

g-
re

la
te

d 
co

nd
iti

on
s 

fo
r a

 
“c

om
pa

ra
tiv

e 
de

si
gn

”:

3d
: E

lm
 R

oa
d:

 <
= 

30
 fe

et
 w

id
e 

fo
r m

ax
. b

uf
fe

rs
 (2

/6
/0

8)
3e

: L
ow

el
l A

ve
: d

ro
p-

of
f a

re
a 

or
 a

lt.
 v

eh
ic

le
 e

nt
ra

nc
e,

  
E

lm
 R

d:
 a

lt.
 tr

af
fic

 p
at

te
rn

s 
(2

/6
/0

8)
3f

: H
ul

l S
t: 

cr
ea

te
 d

ro
p-

of
f a

re
as

 (2
00

7)

3j
: W

al
nu

t S
t: 

cr
ea

te
 a

lt.
 b

us
 d

ro
p-

of
f a

re
a 

(2
00

7)

☺
4:

 W
al

nu
t S

t: 
sa

fe
ty

 im
pr

ov
em

en
ts

 M
ill

 to
 C

ab
ot

☺
5:

 W
al

nu
t S

t/S
ch

oo
l D

riv
ew

ay
 s

ig
na

liz
at

io
n 

7:
 S

ch
oo

l D
riv

ew
ay

: N
o 

ad
de

d 
pa

rk
in

g 
sp

ac
es

 (2
00

7)

#224-06(2)



Fo
llo

w
-u

p 
fro

m
 la

st
 m

ee
tin

g
•

 
Fi

re
 D

ep
ar

tm
en

t e
va

lu
at

io
n 

of
 a

lte
rn

at
iv

es

•
 

Id
en

tif
y 

fu
nd

in
g 

so
ur

ce
s 

(v
ia

 M
ay

or
) 

–
 

W
al

nu
t/T

ro
w

br
id

ge
 +

 W
al

nu
t/E

lm
/C

ab
ot

: o
w

ne
r's

 
co

ns
tru

ct
io

n 
co

nt
in

ge
nc

y,
 in

cl
ud

ed
 w

/in
 G

M
P

–
 

W
al

nu
t/H

ul
l: 

to
 b

e 
de

te
rm

in
ed

 b
y 

La
w

 D
ep

t

•
 

M
od

ify
 c

ur
b 

ra
di

i t
o 

al
lo

w
 ra

is
ed

 d
el

ta
 is

la
nd

–
 

D
oe

s 
no

t r
eq

ui
re

 s
ite

 p
la

n 
am

en
dm

en
t 

•
 

C
om

bi
ne

 ra
is

ed
 d

el
ta

 is
la

nd
 +

 w
ar

ni
ng

 s
ig

na
ls

#224-06(2)



W
al

nu
t S

t @
 H

ul
l S

t

#224-06(2)



Walnut St

H
ul

l S
t

K
irk

st
al

l

90
 fe

et

# 
50

3

# 
51

5

# 
50

8

#224-06(2)



Walnut St

H
ul

l S
t

K
irk

st
al

l

~4
1 

fe
et

# 
50

3

# 
51

5

# 
50

8

#224-06(2)



Walnut St

H
ul

l S
t

K
irk

st
al

l

X
 fe

et

# 
50

3

# 
51

5

# 
50

8

P
ro

je
ct

 c
os

t 
es

tim
at

e=
 

$3
5,

00
0

#224-06(2)



W
al

nu
t S

t @
 

Tr
ow

br
id

ge
 / 

N
N

H
S

 D
riv

e

#224-06(2)



W
al

nu
t/N

N
 d

riv
ew

ay
/T

ro
w

br
id

ge
 A

ve
 

A
lte

rn
at

iv
es

 (2
/4

/0
9)

•
 

A
lt 

1:
 N

o 
si

gn
al

, n
o 

tu
rn

 re
st

ric
tio

ns
•

 
A

lt 
1A

: P
ed

es
tri

an
-a

ct
iv

at
ed

 w
ar

ni
ng

 s
ig

na
l (

3/
18

/0
9)

•
 

A
lt 

1B
: P

ed
es

tri
an

-a
ct

iv
at

ed
 w

ar
ni

ng
 s

ig
na

l, 
w

/ r
ai

se
d 

de
lta

 is
la

nd
 (6

/1
7/

09
)

•
 

A
lt 

2:
 M

id
-b

lo
ck

 p
ed

es
tri

an
 c

ro
ss

in
g 

si
gn

al
, n

o 
tu

rn
 

re
st

ric
tio

ns
•

 
A

lt 
3:

 M
id

-b
lo

ck
 p

ed
es

tri
an

 c
ro

ss
in

g 
si

gn
al

, w
/ d

el
ta

 is
la

nd
 

•
 

A
lt 

3A
: M

id
-b

lo
ck

 p
ed

es
tri

an
 c

ro
ss

in
g 

si
gn

al
 w

/ m
ed

ia
n 

is
la

nd
 (3

/1
8/

09
)

•
 

A
lt 

4:
 F

ul
l s

ig
na

l, 
no

 tu
rn

 re
st

ric
tio

ns
•

 
A

lt 
5:

 F
ul

l s
ig

na
l, 

w
/ n

o 
si

de
 s

tre
et

 th
ru

 m
ov

em
en

t
•

 
A

lt 
6:

 F
ul

l s
ig

na
l, 

w
/ f

lu
sh

 
de

lta
 is

la
nd

•
 

A
lt 

6A
: F

ul
l s

ig
na

l, 
w

/ r
ai

se
d

 
de

lta
 is

la
nd

 (6
/1

7/
09

)

#224-06(2)



Fi
re

 D
ep

t C
om

m
en

ts
•

 
P

rim
ar

y 
re

sp
on

se
 fr

om
 S

ta
tio

n 
4,

 C
ra

fts
/W

at
er

to
w

n
–

 

S
ou

th
bo

un
d 

W
al

nu
t

•
 

O
th

er
 s

ta
tio

ns
 m

ay
 a

ls
o 

re
sp

on
d,

 a
nd

 c
ou

ld
 a

rr
iv

e 
be

fo
re

 
S

ta
tio

n 
4,

 s
o 

em
er

ge
nc

y 
ve

hi
cl

e 
ac

ce
ss

 fr
om

 A
LL

  
di

re
ct

io
ns

 is
 c

rit
ic

al
 

•
 

Fi
re

 D
ep

t o
pp

os
es

 ra
is

ed
 is

la
nd

s 
at

 th
e 

W
al

nu
t/T

ro
w

br
id

ge
/S

ch
oo

l D
riv

e 
be

ca
us

e 
ac

ce
ss

 fr
om

 
no

rth
bo

un
d 

W
al

nu
t i

s 
ad

ve
rs

el
y 

im
pa

ct
ed

 (v
ia

 A
ss

t. 
C

hi
ef

 P
ro

ia
)

#224-06(2)



A
lt 

1

C
ro

ss
w

al
k 

on
ly

#224-06(2)



#224-06(2)



A
lt 

1A

W
ar

ni
ng

 s
ig

na
ls

#224-06(2)



A
bo

ut
 2

 fe
et

 w
id

er
 

(R
ad

iu
s 

30
’ t

o 
35

’)
A

bo
ut

 6
 fe

et
 w

id
er

 
(R

ad
iu

s 
35

’ t
o 

45
’)

#224-06(2)



A
lt 

1B

R
ai

se
d 

is
la

nd
#224-06(2)

http://static.squidoo.com/resize/squidoo_images/-1/draft_lens1878564module9096919photo_1208106798No_Left_Turn_sign.png
http://static.squidoo.com/resize/squidoo_images/-1/draft_lens1878564module9096919photo_1208106798No_Left_Turn_sign.png


A
lt 

2

M
id

bl
oc

k
 

si
gn

al
#224-06(2)



A
lt 

3

Fl
us

h 
is

la
nd

#224-06(2)

http://static.squidoo.com/resize/squidoo_images/-1/draft_lens1878564module9096919photo_1208106798No_Left_Turn_sign.png
http://static.squidoo.com/resize/squidoo_images/-1/draft_lens1878564module9096919photo_1208106798No_Left_Turn_sign.png


A
lt 

3A

R
ai

se
d 

m
ed

ia
n 

is
la

nd

#224-06(2)

http://static.squidoo.com/resize/squidoo_images/-1/draft_lens1878564module9096919photo_1208106798No_Left_Turn_sign.png
http://static.squidoo.com/resize/squidoo_images/-1/draft_lens1878564module9096919photo_1208106798No_Left_Turn_sign.png


A
lt 

4

N
o 

tu
rn

 
re

st
ric

tio
ns

#224-06(2)



A
lt 

5

Tu
rn

 re
st

ric
tio

ns
#224-06(2)

http://static.squidoo.com/resize/squidoo_images/-1/draft_lens1878564module9096919photo_1208106798No_Left_Turn_sign.png
http://static.squidoo.com/resize/squidoo_images/-1/draft_lens1878564module9096919photo_1208106798No_Left_Turn_sign.png


A
lt 

6

Fl
us

h 
is

la
nd

#224-06(2)

http://static.squidoo.com/resize/squidoo_images/-1/draft_lens1878564module9096919photo_1208106798No_Left_Turn_sign.png
http://static.squidoo.com/resize/squidoo_images/-1/draft_lens1878564module9096919photo_1208106798No_Left_Turn_sign.png


A
lt 

6A

R
ai

se
d 

is
la

nd
#224-06(2)

http://static.squidoo.com/resize/squidoo_images/-1/draft_lens1878564module9096919photo_1208106798No_Left_Turn_sign.png
http://static.squidoo.com/resize/squidoo_images/-1/draft_lens1878564module9096919photo_1208106798No_Left_Turn_sign.png


M A Y E R + A S S O C I A T E S  
A R C H I T E C T S  

DEAR CHAIRPERSON AND MEMBERS OF THE COMMITTEE, 

I LIVE AT 479 WALNUT STREET, DIRECTLY ADJACENT TO THE CEREMONIAL ENTRANCE TO THE NEWTON 
NORTH HIGH SCHOOL. WE ARE OBVIOUSLY VERY CONCERNED WlTH THE OUTCOME OF YOUR DISCUSSION 

REGARDING THE MEASURES PROPOSED TO CONTROL TRAFFIC AT THlS LOCATION. 

WE ARE IN COMPLETE AGREEMENT WlTH THE OTHER RESIDENTS ALONG THE WALNUT STREET CORRIDOR 'THAT 

THE ONLY EFFECTIVE WAY OF MODERATING THE EFFECTS O N  TRAFFIC IS TO ONLY ALLOW A RIGHT IN AND 

RIGHT OUT OF THE CEREMONIAL ENTRANCE. AS AN ARCHITECT WlTH EXTENSIVE MASTER PLANNING 

EXPERIENCE I KNOW THAT THE ONLY WAY TO ENSLIRE THIS IS TO USE A RAISED TRIANGULAR ISLAND AT THE 

MOUTH OF THE ENTRANCE. ANYTHING SHORT OF THAT WlLL JUST LEAD TO ADDITIONAL 'TRAFFIC O N  

TROWBRIDGE STREET WlTH PEOPLE DRIVING STRAIGHT IN, AS WELL AS NUMEROUS TRAFFIC VIOLATIONS AS 

PEOPLE TURN LEFT. THE BACKUP WILL MAKE IT IMPOSSIBLE FOR US TO EXIT OUR DRIVEWAY IN THE MORNING. 

WE UNDERSTAND THAT IN ORDER TO ACCOMMODATE THIS ISLAND THAT 'THE MOUTH OF THE DRIVEWAY WlLL 

HAVE TO BE ENLARGED AND THAT THlS WlLL END UP CLOSER TO OUR EXISTING DRIVEWAY. AFTER CAREFULLY 

CONSIDERING THE DIRECT IMPACT O N  OUR OWN ACCESS TO WALNUT STREET WE VERY FIRMLY BELIEVE THAT 

THE EXPANDED MOUTH AND THE RAISED ISLAND IS THE ONLY ACCEPTABLE OPTION O N  THE TABLE, AND THAT 

THE BENEFITS PROVIDED BY THlS OPTION FAR OUTWEIGH ANY POSSIBLE INCONVENIENCE TO US BY MOVING 

THE MOUTH A BIT CLOSER TO OUR PROPERTY. 

WE STRONGLY URGE YOU TO SUPPORT THIS PROPOSAL THAT ALREADY HAS SUCH STRONG SUPPORT FROM 

THE NEIGHBORS AND COMMUNITY. 

SINCERELY YOURS, 

1319  B E A C O N  STREET BROOKLINE,  M A  0 2 4 6 6  T-617 5 6 6  7 2 2 2  F -617  5 6 6  1162 
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